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PROPOSED AMENDMENT FOREST LEGACY NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
MASSACHUSETTS 

 
I. Objectives of the Proposed Amendment 
 
 This proposal seeks to add a new Taconic Ridge Forest Legacy Area by amending the 
Forest Legacy Needs Assessment � Massachusetts (Archey, 1993) to include the Taconic 
Range, a roughly continuous forested mountain ridge extending along the Massachusetts 
� New York State border from Connecticut to Vermont.  The designation would allow 
significant protection to a threatened high elevation ecosystem containing public water 
supply watersheds, rare, threatened and endangered species habitat, an interstate trail 
system, and exceptional scenic values.  It should be  noted that the law and guidelines for 
the Forest Legacy Program have changed since the initial program approval.  These will 
constitute the basis for this amendment. 
 
II. Background 
 
 The impetus for this amendment came from three sources.  The first, was a proposal 
for a Taconic Ridge Forest Legacy area brought forward during the development of the 
Assessment of Need.  This proposal was a finalist, but because of the extensive area this 
was seen as an expensive undertaking with respect to the limited Forest Legacy Program 
budget in 1993, and thus was deferred until now. 
 
 Second was the concern of the New York Department of Environmental Conservation 
(NY-DEC) in protecting their substantial investment of $1,825,000, in 5,600 acres, on the 
western side of the range, contiguous with the state border.  NY-DEC and the 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Management (MA-DEM) also want to ensure 
access to the Taconic Crest Trail from the Massachusetts side of the ridge.  Future joing 
Forest Legacy acquisitions are envisioned between the two states.  It should also be 
noted that there is a Compact between the State of New York and the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts ��for the protection of the Taconic Mountains and the Taconic Crest 
Trail��  This compact constitutes Appendix A.  It should be noted too, that the 
southernmost part of the proposed Forest Legacy area would also abut Connecticut�s 
Western Forest Legacy Area, again suggesting the possibility of a multi-state Forest 
Legacy application. 
 
 Third, was the interest of The Nature Conservancy in its designation of a 36,000 acres 
Mount Everett/Mount Riga landscape as the center of their globally recognized �Last Great 
Places.�  This is coincident with the southwestern portion of the proposed Taconic Ridge 
Forest Legacy Area.  A fuller description of the project may be found in Appendix B. 
 
 Massachusetts completed an Assessment of Need for the Forest Legacy Program in 
the spring of 1993, with subsequent approval by the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture, Mike  
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Espy, on August 5, 1993.  The Assessment of Need established criteria for the selection of 
Forest Legacy Areas.  These are reiterated in Section III, below.  These criteria will be the 
basis for the amended Assessment of Need and the inclusion of the Taconic Ridge Forest 
Legacy Area. 
 
III. Eligibility Criteria 

A. Federal Criteria (State and Private Forestry, 1996) 
 
 To be eligible for the Forest Legacy Program, the proposed area must meet the 
following national criterion:  Be an environmentally important forest area that is 
threatened by conversion to non-forest uses. 
 
 Individual states are responsible for determining their definition of �threatened� 
and the definition of �environmentally important forest areas�.  States define 
�environmentally important forest areas� by refining the public values that make up an 
�environmentally important forest ara�. 
 
 Environmentally important forest areas shall contain one or more of the 
following important public values: 
 
 Scenic resources; 
 Public recreation opportunities; 
 Riparian areas; 
 Fish and wildlife habitat; 
 Known threatened and endangered species; 
 Known cultural resources; 
 Other ecological values, and/or 
 Provide the opportunities for continuation of traditional forest uses 
 
B. Evaluation Factors 
 
 The nominator of a proposed Forest Legacy Area may describe the proposed 
Forest Legacy Area information utilizing these evaluation factors and provide a 
persuasive argument for the nominated area.  This list provided as a guideline for 
nominations, and the essential items are repeated in checklist form in Appendix C. 
 

1. Threat by conversion to non-forest uses 
 
 There are various kinds and degrees of threat to valuable forested areas:  
encroaching housing development, improved town roads, sewer line and power 
line extensions into undeveloped areas, and fragmentation of land ownership 
into smaller, less manageable parcels.  In determining the threat to tracts, 
factors to consider include the following: 
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a. Area is in danger of conversion to non-forest use within five years. 
b. Area may remain wooded, but will become further fragmented. 
c. Area is currently on the open market/listed by realtors. 
d. Loss of one tract would open the area to further development. 
e. Area is remote, but vulnerable; example: able to pass a percolation test, 

and frontage on town road. 
f. Area is not under Chapter 61 or other forest management program. 
g. Area may remain wooded but is danger of being over-harvested. 
 
2. Contains one or more important values: 
 
a. Scenic resources 
  
 The scenic aspects of a natural resource area may often be subjective, 
but there are several means of measuring the special qualities that make a 
given area stand out.  The criteria set out in DEM�s Scenic Landscape Inventory 
and the Massachusetts Scenic Roads Act provide a means of citing scenic 
qualities.  In identifying scenic amenities of a Forest Legacy Area, these factors 
must be considered: 
 

- Area is listed in DEM�s 1985 Massachusetts Landscape Inventory as 
�Distinctive� or �Noteworthy� or meets the criteria for such 
designation. 

- Area includes locally important panoramic views and/or exceptional 
short views. 

- Area is situated along a designated scenic road. 
 
b. Public recreation opportunities 
 
 Recreational use (especially public access) of a proposed Forest Legacy 
Area is an important component to be weighed.  Documents such as the 
Massachusetts Statewide Comprehensive Recreation Plan (SCORP) will provide 
the proponent of a Forest Legacy Area needed information on the relative 
importance of the following factors: 
 

- Water-based recreation is present � boating, swimming, fishing, 
rafting, canoeing. 

- Trail based and/or day use recreational opportunities exist � hiking, 
picnicking, horseback riding, ice skating, cross-country skiing. 

- Natural resource recreational activities are available � camping, 
hunting, nature touring, etc. 

- Adjacent land is protected (note acreage). 
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c. Riparian areas 
 
 In an urbanizing state such as Massachusetts, one of the most important 
forest �products� may be water.  Proper management of forest lands through 
institution of a Forest Legacy Area can increase the quality and quantity of 
water for the residents of the Commonwealth.  Factors to be included in 
determining the value of riparian areas are: 
 

- Area is situated on major river or stream recognized by 
Massachusetts DEM Scenic Rivers Inventories or Massachusetts 
DFWELE Adopt-a-Stream programs, or meets the criteria for inclusion 
in such inventory. 

- Area has extensive (over 300�) river or wetland shoreline. 
- Area includes floodplain and natural valley storage components 

(according to USGS Atlas; FEMA flood hazard maps). 
- Area contains a minimum 80� strip of native trees and shrubs as a 

natural buffer and sediment filter, per USFS guidelines outlined in 
Riparian Forest Buffers (Welsch, 1991). 

- Area contributes to public or private drinking water supply (DEP 
Zone2). 

- Area contains important wetlands, especially isolated wetlands and/or 
vernal pools. 

 
d. Fish and wildlife habitat 
 
 Preventing the fragmentation of forest tracts into smaller units is crucial 
to maintaining viable populations of particular wildlife species.  Factors to be 
considered: 
 

- Area contains outstanding habitat, as evaluated per Massachusetts 
Division of Fisheries and Wildlife guidelines, and other ecologically 
recognized criteria for one or more species that include: 

 
• Forest interior nesting birds. 
• Significant populations of resident species. 
• Neo-tropical migrant species 
• Areas for resting and feeding of migratory species. 
• Forest-inhabiting mammals, reptiles, amphibians and 

invertebrates. 
 
- Connective habitats, corridors, habitat linkages and areas that reduce 

biological isolation 
- Known threatened and endangered species. 
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 As urbanization and fragmentation of forestlands continue, the need to give special 
attention to threatened species of fish, wildlife and plants increases.  Areas nominated for the 
Forest Legacy Program should be inventoried for such natural habitats that may contain 
imperiled species, considering the following:  area contains plant or animal species on 
Massachusetts State list as Endangered, Threatened or of Special Concern (consult 
Massachusetts Natural Heritage Program, Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife). 

 
e. Known cultural resources 

 
 Obtain material evidence of the earlier human occupation in Massachusetts comprising 
a unique and irreplaceable resource, including historic features and vernacular landscape.  
Factors to consider: 
 

• Area contains recorded archeological site; e.g. burial, 
midden, fire pit, or artificats of Contact, Woodland or Archaic 
periods. 

• Area includes historic features; e.g. charcoal kilns, church or 
village sites, battle sites, historic roads, paths or lookouts. 

 
f. Productive soils 

 
 Of the 3.2 million acres of forests in Massachusetts, nearly 67% are classified as 
�prime�, based on the productive soils upon which they grow.  This classification system is 
useful in determining the importance of individual tracts within a Forest Legacy Area: 
 

• Area contains soils of �Prime�, �State� or �Local significance� 
for agriculture. 

• Area contains soils of �Prime�, �State� or �Local significance� 
for forestry. 

 
g. Other ecological values 

 
 In addition to the characteristics already outlined, an area may exhibit additional or 
exceptional conditions that are important and add to the quality of the nominated Forest 
Legacy Area, such as: 
 

• Area supports a mix of ecological communities (bio-
diversity). 

• Area includes ecological communities that are dwindling in 
Massachusetts, such as vernal pools, mature riparian 
floodplain forest, and pine barrens. 

• Area contains old growth forest (natural area). 
• Area provides watershed/water supply protection. 
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3. Provide opportunities for continuation of traditional forest uses 
 
 Maintaining traditional forest uses is important in a Forest Legacy Area in that it 
permits owners to remain on the land without requiring high-cost services (schools, street 
clearing and repair) by the town.  Positive factors which reinforce this include: 
 

a. Area will remain available for sugarbush operation, cordwood or timber 
management under a Stewardship Plan. 

b. Area will continue to serve watershed and water filtration role. 
c. Area will continue to provide outdoor recreation opportunities. 

 
IV. Designation Requirements for Forest Legacy Areas 

 
 It should be noted that a Forest Legacy Area nomination is a brief written narrative 
utilizing elements in as listed below.  Other pertinent items may be included, but the points 
listed below must be included. 
 

1. Designation of each geographic area on a map. 
2. Description of each important forest area. 
3. Summary of the important environmental values and how they will be protected 

and conserved in each Forest Legacy Area 
4. List of public values that will be derived from establishing each Forest Legacy 

Area 
5. Identification of the governmental entity or entities that may be assigned 

management responsibilities for the lands enrolled in the program. 
6. Documentation of the analysis and the public involvement process. 
 

V. Proposed Forest Legacy Area 
 
 A. Description 
 
 The Taconic Range, a highly visible ridge, rarely more than 15 miles wide, represents 
Massachusetts�  most western highland, and extends over 60 miles along a boundary held 
in common with New York.  It should also be noted that the proposed Forest Legacy Area 
abuts Connecticut�s Western Forest Legacy Area to the south and the Green Mountain 
Forest proclamation boundary to the north.  As the Berkshire Natural Resource Council, 
an advocate for Taconic Range protection, observes, �It�s been 500 million years since 
Euroope drifted into the North American continent, driving the ocean floor upward for 
form the mountainous forebears that we know today as the Taconic Range.  Since then, 
the Taconics have been scoured by glaciers, cleared and abandoned by farmers, cut over 
by loggers and explored by hikers and skiers.  What they have not been, for the most 
part, is developed.  This dramatic slice of upthrust shales, slates and schists provide great 
scenic relief along the Berkshires� western frontier.  The range is the scrim behind which 
every sunset dresses.  Some of the largest blocks of unfragmented forest in southern  
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New England lie along its heights.  The rich soils in these unbroken tracts support a  
thriving forest, which in turn supports abundant wildlife populations and, in some parts, 
unusual concentrations of rare and endangered species�.  (Appendix D) 
 
 The forest cover is substantial, with 82 percent (BCRP-GIS) of the land clothed in 
northern hardwoods, consisting of American beech, black and yellow birch, sugar and red 
maple, hemlock, and frequent representation of other species such as white pine, red 
oak, black cherry, and northern white ash. 
 
 Elevation ranges in the lowest valley bottoms from 600 feet to nearly 2,800 feet along 
the highest points on the ridgeline.  Slopes are characteristically steep � 20 to 40 percent, 
with frequent outcroppings of ledge and bedrock, especially on the upper slopes and 
along the crest of the ridge. 
 
 Soils are tills:  heterogeneous mixtures of sand, silt and clay, often underlain by 
hardpan and bedrock, close to the surface.  Consequently, the watershed soils do not 
have much soil moisture storage capacity and after storms steep slopes are typically 
�flashy�, underscoring the need to keep the landscape in forest cover. 
 
 Under the section Preservation of Sensitive Environments and Open Space, the 
regional plan (BRPC, 1999) summarizes strategies which are in harmony with this 
proposal: 
 

- Preserve and improve the ecological integrity of important natural environments 
and resources: surface water and watersheds, forested areas critical wildlife and 
plant habitats, wetlands, prime agricultural soils, flood prone areas, aquifers and 
recharge areas, steep slopes, and mountain tops 

- Maintain and improve the overall water quality and quantity of the Berkshire�s 
surface and ground waters. 

- Enhance the protection and management of open space in order to provide wildlife 
habitat, protect natural resources, provide recreational opportunities, maintain 
scenic views, and maintain the character of the Berkshires. 

 
 
 Public open space in the proposed Forest Legacy Area comprises 24,672 acres (BRPC-
GIS, 2000) or 34 percent.  This is broken down into:  municipal � 811 acres; private non-
profit, - 1,507 acres, federal � 322 acres, state � 20,413 acres, and private � 1,619 acres 
(Chapter 61, Agricultural Preservation Restriction and Conservation Restriction lands). 
 
 Entities which may hold lands or interests in lands acquired under the Forest Service 
Legacy Program are limited to  units of municipal, state government or the U.S. Forest 
Service. 
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 B. Proposed Forest Legacy Area Maps 
 
 Figure 1 (Appendix E) are maps and a boundary description of the proposed Forest 
Legacy Area, comprising 72,709 acres (BRPC-GIS, 2000), showing the proposed 
boundary, spot elevations and hydrographic features.  Also depicted is the NY-DEC 
Taconic Ridge Forest Legacy Area as it presently exists.  It should be noted that NY-DEC 
plans to expand its Forest Legacy Area southward and will be directly adjacent to the MA-
DEM proposed Forest Legacy Area.  Figure 2 (Appendix E) depicts forest cover and steep 
slopes.  Protected lands and access (parking) are shown in Figure 3 (Appendix E).  
Additionally, public water supplies contained within the proposed Forest Legacy Area are 
depicted.  Rare, threatened and endangered species habitat locations are not depicted in 
map form as Massachusetts Heritage, compilers of such data, do not want locations 
publicly revealed because of potential habitat damage from specimen collectors or the 
simply curious. 
 
VI. Public Benefits Through The Protection of Environmental Values 
 
 A. Extraordinary public benefits are associated with the protection of the Taconic    
     Range: 
 
  1. Scenic resources 
 
 Sixty miles of extremely visible high elevation land constitute a viewshed from both 
easterly and westerly vantage points.  Whether from the standpoint of the wooded 
ambiance associated wit the mountain views for year-round residents or as a tourist 
destination, the Taconic Range imparts a quality-of-life dimension that can only be termed 
extraordinary. 
 
 In a statewide sense, Susan Campbell (2000) observes:  Private forestlands cover 
roughly half of the Massachusetts landscape.  In this sense they are valuable to society 
for enhancing the quality of life: they buffer the visual severity of development and urban 
sprawl; they muffle sounds of traffic and human activity.  Trees are central to society�s 
notion of scenic beauty and numerous studies show that people prefer landscapes with 
trees. 
 
  2. Water resources 
 
 Perhaps one of the most valuable functions of forested land in Massachusetts is its 
ability to capture, store and release water gradually.  Whether releasing water to public 
water supplies or to streams, wetlands and other open water bodies, the watershed 
protection function of intact forestland is one of the most worthy of safeguarding under 
the Forest Legacy Program.  Again, Susan Campbell (2000) points out:  Given that two-
thirds of the state is covered by forests, and of these, 78 percent are privately owned (2.4  
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million acres), it is safe to say that these landowners� decisions to conserve or convert 
their forests will greatly influence the quality of the public drinking water supply. 
 
  3.  Wildlife habitat 
 
 Massachusetts is naturally diverse in plant and animal life, with a total of 2,040 native 
species, not including invertebrates (Barbour and others, 1998); roughly 90% of these  
use our extensive native forest ecosystems for part or all of their life cycle needs (Swain, 
personal communication), according to Susan Campbell (2000), and further, she notes, 
State-listed rare species number 424 and are found in a variety of natural communities 
(Barbour and others, 1998); roughly one quarter of these occur in forested settings 
(Swain, personal communication).  Seventy-four percent of known rare species 
occurrences are on private lands (Barbour and others, 1998), though experts don�t have 
the data to say how many of these are private forestlands.  However, this estimate points 
to the important role private landowners must plan in protecting biological diversity in this 
state.  In the majority of cases protection means not developing land�(Campbell, 2000) 
Massachusetts Natural Heritage and Endangered Species program recognizes this in Our 
Natural Heritage: Citizens of Massachusetts are national leaders in the movement to 
conserve biodiversity.  The conservation of this great variety of life is a priority for many, 
especially those who recognize the many values it offers the Commonwealth.  Residents, 
conservation organizations and the Legislature have protected biodiversity through model 
legislation, land acquisition and management and innovative conservation tools.  (Barbour 
et all, 1998).  The BRPC (1999) echoes this  more locally:  The mountainous forested 
landscape is ideal habitat for many large mammals, including black bear, moose, bobcat, 
deer, fisher, coyote and beaver.  Other inhabitants of the forested landscape include small 
mammals, reptiles, amphibians, game birds, songbirds and insects.  The most important 
factoring maintaining viable populations of these animals is protection of their habitat.  
Maintaining large, unfragmented tracts of forestland is critical to the promotion and 
support of these species.  Development in forest areas such as road and house 
construction, as well as indiscriminate timber cutting reduces the quantity and quality of 
forest habitat. 
 
 High elevations, as relatively rare in the Commonwealth, have fauna that are 
indigenous and thus relatively rare, as well.  That, coupled with inherent landscape 
fragility (thin soils and steep slopes), and subject to meteorological extremes, place these 
lands high in terms of vulnerability, as well as the biologically diverse plant and animal 
communities these lands support. 
 
  4.  Forest products 
 
 The forested portion of the Forest Legacy Area is 60,137 acres (BRPC-GIS, 2000) or 
83 percent of the proposed Forest Legacy Area. 
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 Forest production carries oth public and private benefits.  As the basis of the local 
wood economy, society benefits through stable jobs for its citizens, state and local tax 
revenues, and the ripple effect that occurs as earned dollars are spent within the 
economy.  Private benefits accrue when forest products yield an income to the 
landowner, though often this revenue offsets property taxes and other carrying costs of 
undeveloped forestland.  One might argue that the income is only a private benefit when 
it exceeds the carrying costs of the land (Campbell, 2000).  One could also argue that all 
other forest values accrue more often, and to a greater extent, to the public.  Forest 
management clearly presents economic opportunities, but often can enhance non-timber 
values of the forest as well.  The regional plan (BRPC, 1999) recognizes this, In western 
Massachusetts, forests contribute significantly to the economy and environmental quality.  
While many recognize the necessity of providing wood products for residential and 
commercial use, forest management is rarely seen as an important tool for providing 
recreation, water and wildlife opportunities. 
 
 Parenthetically, there is currently a trend to reduce forest harvesting on public lands in 
northwest and western Canada because of concern for threatened and endangered 
species habitat.  Given an undiminished global demand for wood products, the net effect 
is to shift to sources elsewhere: increasingly to the south and eastern United States, and 
to other countries.  That will be felt more strongly on Massachusetts forests over time.  
Fortunately sustainable harvesting practices serve to keep land in working forests by 
providing income and a tax offset while compatibly protecting the forested landscape, as 
fostered by the Forest Legacy Program. 
 
  5.  Recreation 
 
 Walking, hiking and skiing usually require trails for moving efficiently through the 
woods.  Massachusetts offers thousands of miles, both on private and public lands.  A 
conservative estimate from one regional study (National Park Service and Appalachian 
Mountain Club, 1991) reports that 2,522 miles of Massachusetts trails documented from 
their survey, 586 miles (23 percent) occur on private lands.  Because of the make-up of 
our landscape, the majority of these trail-miles would cross a forested landscape.  About 
half of the trail-miles crossing these privately owned lands are permanently protected and 
allow legal access by the public; the other half permit access through informal verbal, 
handshake or license agreements (Evans, personal communication) (Campbell, 2000) 
 
 
 B. Means to protect public benefits 
 

1. Acquisition of full-fee is appropriate for tracts within the Taconic Ridge 
Forest Legacy Area, but acquisition of conservation easements is preferred. 
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2. In the case of conservation easements, acquire development rights on all 
tracts, especially the rights to subdivide, construct buildings and control 
utility right-of-way locations. 

 
3. Timber rights retained by the landowner should be conditioned by using 

Cutting Practices Act Regulations for alleviating soil erosion.  Timber 
harvesting is permitted, but shall be described in a Forest Cutting Plan 
approved by the appropriate Bureau of Forestry Service Forester. 

 
4. Acquire access rights on all tracts.  Exceptions might be made by the 

municipal watershed protection or rare, threatened or endangered species 
habitat protection may be situations where access would be restricted. 

 
5. Abide by timber harvesting buffer requirements of the Massachusetts River 

Protection Act. 
 

6. Restrict the development on existing or proposed mining; excavation of 
mineral, sand a gravel pits and for the sole use of the landowner.  No 
commercial development will be allowed. 

 
7. No disposal of waste, hazardous material or unregistered vehicles will be 

allowed on the properties.  Likewise, any previously disposed wate, 
hazardous material or unregistered vehicles shall be removed prior to 
negotiations. 

 
8. Prohibit the use of signs and billboards on all properties, except to state the 

name and address of the property owner and/or provide Forest Legacy 
information including information on boundaries.  A �For Sale� sign would be 
allowed, as well. 

 
9. Existing dams water impoundments or similar structures shall be allowed to 

remain consistent with the Massachusetts Office of Dam Safety.  No new 
dams, impoundments or similar structures shall be allowed. 

 
10.  Prohibitions included are industrial, commercial activities, except forestry 

and limited mining (see f above). 
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VII. Using The Evaluation Criteria To Analyze Public Benefits 
 
 Clearly, the proposed Taconic Ridge Legacy Area meets eligibility criteria on page 4 
and exemplifies the important public values, as listed.  The evaluation factors, though, are 
more specific and better measure the detail in relative fashion. 
 

A. Threat of conversion to non-forest uses 
 
 Forest lands in Berkshire County face increasing fragmentation of large parcels 
through residential development.  Periodically, waves of development have parcelized the 
landscape and currently we are seeing another surge in development of second homes, 
with particular value being placed on scenic views available on high elevation lands.  This 
impact will affect the scenic resource, the viability of traditional forest uses such as 
forestry and recreation, and public values such as large-scale wildlife habitat and public 
water supply protection.  With conversion of land to non-forest uses parcelization will 
increasingly have induced effects:  along with clearing for housing will come sewer lines 
in some instances, and septic fields in others.  In all instances, roads, driveways and 
power lines will further convert the landscape with deleterious effects on wildlife species 
having the need for extensive, unbroken ranges.  Access for recreation, especially hiking 
and hunting, will be adversely affected and some portion of the landscape will be off-
limits to any public use, through posting.  The Berkshire Regional Planning Commission in 
its regional plan (BRPC, 1999) states, Mountain ranges, farm landscapes, lake shorelines, 
scenic views and corridors are highly desirable to developers.  Towns have several options 
for scenic resource protection measures including purchasing easements or 
developmental rights, designation of scenic roads, and regulation through zoning and 
subdivision control regulations.  The Scenic Mountains Act, unique to the Berkshires, is a 
law designed to protect prominent ridgelines and mountaintops from development that 
could degrade the scenic and environmental qualities (Archey, 1974).  See Appendix F for 
a description of its provision. 
 
 In summary, the threat to conversion to non-forest uses is substantial and the 
proposed area meets the requirement. 
 
 B. Exemplify important public values 
 
 The public values associated with the Taconic Range nomination have been described 
under section F in general terms and will be treated in more specific form below: 
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  1. Scenic resources 
 

a. The Taconic Range is one of the most highly visible north-south 
oriented mountain ranges in Massachusetts, and mostly 
undeveloped with peaks that rise over 2,600 feet in elevation.  (See 
figure 1, Appendix E). 

 
b. Development of potential, including towers, is substantial, but for 

the most part unrealized, posing great threat to its continued 
undeveloped state. 

 
2. Public recreation resources 
  

a. The Taconic Crest Trail runs along the ridgeline for the northerly 35 
miles of the ridge.  Protecting both the scenic flanks and access to 
the trail is of paramount importance.  A substantial portion of the 
New York State side of the Taconic Range is held in public ownership, 
and in the northerly section provides access to the trail from the 
west.  The main stem of the Taconic Crest Trail, in the northern 
section of the Taconic Range, exceeds 35 miles, excluding connector 
and looping trails.  Four entities own the majority of the trail 
including: The Hopkins Memorial Forest, owned by Williams College; 
New York Department of Environmental Management, including the 
Taconic Trails State Park, and the Pittsfield State Forest.  Use 
regulations vary by ownership, but all encourage hiking, cross-
country skiing and snowshoeing.  The Taconic Crest Trail is also on 
private land and acquisition preference in Massachusetts will be to 
those parcels that allow increased access and viewshed protection to 
the Taconic Range and particularly the Taconic Crest Trail. 

 
b. The southerly reaches of the Taconic Range have public trails as well, 

located in Bash Bish Falls State Park, Mount Everett State Reservation 
(a portion of the Appalachian Trail) and Mount Washington State 
Forest.  Often proposed, has been a connector between the Taconic 
Crest Trail and the trails in State Forest and Parks described above.  
As above, the Forest Legacy Program can afford the means by which 
access and viewshed protection can occur. 

 
3. Riparian areas 
 
 a. Public water supply protection is one of the greatest benefits of    
     retaining land in forest.  Water from the southern Taconic uplands 
     feeds the Housatonic and Hudson River watersheds, providing clean 
     water for communities in three states:  Connecticut, Massachusetts 
     and New York.  In the middle and southern part of the Taconic   
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     Range, the towns of Hancock, Egremont and Sheffield depend on 
     forested watersheds for the protection of public ground and/or     
     surface water supplies.  Additionally, there are public water supplies 
     outside of the proposed Forest Legacy Area that are dependent on 
     the Taconic Range watershed. 
 
 b. Over 257 miles (BRPC-GIS, 2000) of rivers and streams have their 
     origins on the Taconic Range, draining both east and west.  Of that 
     total, 179 miles are perennial and 78 miles are intermittent.  (See 
     Figure 1, Appendix E).  Even those that do not directly impact public 
     water supply have profound effects, both quantitatively and      
     qualitatively, on fisheries and the quality of recreationally used      
     streams, wetlands and lakes. 
 
4. Fish and wildlife habitat 
 

a. Though rare, threatened and endangered species habitat will not be 
located in map form (as discussed above), the Massachusetts Natural 
Heritage Atlas: 2000-2001 Edition (Szcezebak et all, 1999), shows 
considerable habitat acreage, especially associated with riparian 
zones. 

 
b. Protection of intact large-tract habitats is especially necessary or 

wide-ranging species such as black bear � the kind of habitat in 
ample evidence on the Taconic Range. 

 
 
c. Neo-tropical migrant songbird habitat is especially associated with 

unbroken western Massachusetts forested habitats, again the sort of 
habitat that exists on the Taconic Range. 

 
5. Cultural resources � In the southern Taconics, artifacts of North American 

hunters have been documented by amateur archeologists and historians but 
no official archeological inventory or assessment has been performed 

 
6. Productive soils 

 
a. Most of the soils fall into the category of Prime II and III for the 

production of timber, with a lesser amount in Prime I.  These 
estimates are taken from Forest Productivity in Massachusetts 
(MacConnell et all, 1991).  This indicates a productivity range of 85 to 
155 cubic feet per acre per year. 

 
b. As discussed under water resources, the forest�s greatest value is 

protection of watershed soils, a function best served by keeping the  
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    land in forest cover.  This is particularly crucial on steep slopes.  (See   
    Figure 2, Appendix E).  BCRP�GIS (2000) estimates 19,329 acres or  
    27 percent of the proposed Forest Legacy Area in steep slopes (slopes  
    of 25% or more). 
 

7. Other ecological values 
 

a. Beyond that which is covered in previous sections, the case  may be 
made that the Forest Legacy Program promotes the linkages of public 
and private lands in a protected greenway with enormous benefits for 
large-scale habitat. 

 
b. It should be noted in the southern Taconic Range that Karner Brook 

and Schenob Brook have open space protection as afforded by their 
inclusion in Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. 

 
VIII. Public Involvement Strategy 
 
 On November 22, 1999, an advisory committee (See Appendix G) to the Taconic Ridge 
Forest Legacy Area met to discuss both the rationale and the proposed boundaries to the 
Taconic Ridge Forest Legacy Area amendment.  This committee was designed to be 
comprehensively representative of conservation acquisition interests along the Taconic 
Range.  A subsequent meeting on January 12, 2000, established the boundaries to the 
proposed Taconic Ridge Forest Legacy Area. 
 
 On March 24, 2000, the committee met with Sharon McGregor, assistant to the 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs, Robert Durant, to discuss how this proposed Forest 
Legacy Area corresponded with the Secretary�s state plan for acquisition priorities.  The 
proposal was found to be in remarkable accordance with the Secretary�s approach to 
prioritizing open space investments and he had recently approved the Taconic Range as a 
�focus area�. 
 
 On April 5, 2000, a draft amendment to the Forest Legacy Assessment of Need � 
Massachusetts was submitted to the advisory committee for review and comment.  Given 
the extensive public participation process that resulted in the original assessment 
document, it was felt that the comprehensive representation provided by the review 
committee, coupled with letters of support from units of local government and non-
governmental organizations appropriate to the Forest Legacy Area, provides a solid base 
of public support.  Following committee review and comment, a newspaper-advertised 
public meeting was scheduled on July 20 which resulted in letters of support (Appendix 
H.). 
 
 Issues raised during the amendment process and at the public meeting centered on 
the boundary of the Forest Legacy Area, the selection process, acquisition budget, the 
role of land trusts and municipalities, and interstate projects.  Each of these is discussed 
more fully, below: 
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A.  Regarding the Legacy boundary, the committee (Appendix A) merged the     
     requirements of Forest Legacy Program with practical insight into the natural values  
     inherent in the Taconic Range.  The extent and effect the Taconic Range had on  
     issues such as scenic values, water supply protection, forestry, fisheries, wildlife and  
     endangered species habitat.  Consensus allowed the boundary to be drawn early in  
     the process and was drawn in a way that can best considered that an array of values,  
     and delineated the range as is presently drawn. 
 
B.  The Forest Legacy Area selection process was described as a procedure by which local  
     government, land trusts and local citizenry express concern for protection of a specific  
     parcel in a designated Legacy Area through application to the Massachusetts Forest  
     Legacy Committee.  Assuming selection criteria are met, the committee then forwards  
     the application to the U.S. Forest Service for funding. 
 
C.  The acquisition budget was described as historically variable with increasing  
     competition because of continuing additions of eligible states.  Funding then becomes  
     competitive because the value of all state�s requests have historically exceeded  
     program funding levels.  Sorting criteria are then developed by the U.S. Forest Service  
     to process the applications. 
 
D.  The role of land trusts and municipalities was described as integral to the process and  
     that each had a role in parcel selection, supporting documentation and local support.   
     The land trusts have been the project sponsors while municipalities, or the  
     Commonwealth of Massachusetts, under the provisions of the state grant option, may  
     on a project-by-project basis, hold a lien to the land. 
 
E.  Interstate projects:  If the proposed Taconic Range Forest Legacy Area is approved, it  
     would be possible to make joint state applications, because of abutting Forest Legacy  
     Areas, with both Connecticut (Western Forest Legacy Area) and New York (Taconic  
     Range Legacy Area). 
 
 On August 10 a preliminary document was submitted to the U.S. Forest Service, was 
reviewed, revised and was sent in final form to the U.S. Forest Service on September 7, 
2000.  Concurrent with that, copies were submitted to Members of Congress whose 
districts coincide with the Taconic Range in Massachusetts, including: Senator Edward M. 
Kennedy, Senator John F. Kerry and Congressman John W. Olver.  A sample letter is 
included in Appendix H. 
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Appendix A 

COMPACT 
between 

The State of New York 
and  

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Taconic Mountains form a natural border between Rensselaer County in 
the State of New York and Berkshire County in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Taconic Mountains are recognized to be an important bioregional resource 
that greatly contributes to the economic health, and recreational, scenic and ecological value 
of the State of New York and Commonwealth of Massachusetts; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Taconic Crest Trail, located along the ridge of the Taconic Mountains, has 
for many decades provided high quality recreational opportunities for residents of the State 
of New York and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts; and 
 
WHEREAS, protection of the Taconic Mountains and the Taconic Crest Trail will provide 
economic, recreational and scenic benefits to the State of New York and the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, on this twenty-fifth day of May in the year 1993, as the 
Commissioner of the Department of Environmental Conservation of the State of New York 
and the Secretary of the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, we do hereby declare our mutual commitment to the protection of the 
Taconic Mountains and the Taconic Crest Trail, for the benefits of our states, today and for 
future generations. 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
YOU ARE HERE � 
 
� a place where it still gets dark at night. 
 
�.home to an abundance of rare plants and animals, great forests and rich farmlands, a 
place of beauty we can pass along to future generations. 
 
� a refuge from the lights, noise and pace of the east coast megalopolis. 
 
� designated on the The Nature Conservancy�s LAST GREAT PLACES. 
 
 

 
 
 

CONNECTICUT � EASTERN NEW YORK � MASSACHUSETTS 
CHAPTERS 

 
 
 



 
 

A THREE-STATE COLLABORATION 
 

 Along the borders of Connecticut, Massachusetts, and New York are a line of widely separated 
granite posts, set in the late 1800s to mark the state borders.  Hikers sometimes see those few posts 
that happen to be located along the trails.  Many others stand alone and forgotten in forests that 
have never recognized political boundaries. 
 
 Here, nearly centered on the junction of the three states, lies one of the most significant 
landscapes of the Northeastern United States.  It stretches across the mountains of three states and 
laps down into the lowlands of the Housatonic and Hudson Valleys.  At its center are 36,000 acres of 
relatively unfragmented forests that provide excellent examples of the forest types typical of the 
northeast.  Within this wooded block are many rare species of plants and animals, as well as 
uncommon natural communities.  At the feet of the forested mountains lie wetlands of global 
significance that depend on the mountainous areas for the clean water that sustains them.  The 
lowlands surrounding these marshes are still relatively undeveloped.  The entire area comprises 
approximately 16,000 acres. 
 
 The conservation opportunity afforded by this landscape is unparalled.  Much of the forested 
uplands are already protected, largely by state agencies.  The Nature Conservancy has protected 
many of the wetlands, often in partnership with local land trust. 
 
 Emulating the forests surrounding the granite posts, The N ature Conservancy must disregard 
state boundaries to conserve this remarkable Last Great Place.  By working to complete land 
protection in critical areas, defending both wetlands and uplands against invasive species and other 
biological threats, working with local communities to develop an economy that sustains these unique 
resources and provides opportunity for residents, and restoring both wetlands and key forest 
communities, the Conservancy can protect this remarkable landscape situated in the heart of the 
urban Northeast. 
 
 Above:  View of the three-state conservation area from Schenob Brook.  Photo credit: Cheryl 
Daigle. 



VISION 
 
 Our vision for the Mt. Everett/Mt. Riga Landscape suggests that in 50 years our forest 
core will be intact, with at least 36,000 acres of relatively unfragmented forest.  
Approximately one third of this landscape will be inviolate and moving toward old growth.  
Forest interior nesting birds and �wide-ranging predators � bear, bobcat, fisher and mountain 
lion � will find the landscape a prosperous place to live.  Ecological connections between this 
36,000 acre forest core and other forested patches will have been restored either through 
the creation of connecting forested corridors or by reducing the ecological contrast in the 
intervening altered landscape.  Nut-bearing trees will be abundant and regenerating 
naturally, thanks to appropriate forest cutting practices and a relative absence of invasive 
species.  Chestnuts resistant to the blight will be reclaiming their once prominent status in 
the forest.  Other non-native forest pests (both insects and diseases) will be minor 
annoyances at most.  Ownership of the forest core will remain relatively unfragmented, as 
will its physical state, with minimal additional resources.  Forestry will occur in a sustainable 
and environmentally sensitive manner that maintains biological diversity and value-added 
jobs for a local forest products industry. 
 
 Throughout the Mt. Everett/Mt. Riga Landscape, local residents will share a love and 
understanding of the natural treasures that surround them.  Watching migrating hawks will 
be as popular as Saturday morning cartoons for children, and people will comment to each 
other in the local markets about the timing of the salamander migrations or the turtles  
nesting in their yards.  This love of the landscape will heal the divisions in our communities, 
uniting long-time residents, second homeowners and newcomers.  Most local residents will 
contribute to the conservation efforts, either financially or with their time, and the 
preservation of the Mt. Everett/Mt. Riga Landscape will be a source of regional pride and 
identity. 
 

STRATEGIES 
 

- Accelerate land protection activities. 
- Research disturbance history. 
- Influence public and private forest management practices. 
- Pursue compatible economic development. 
- Conduct GIS analysis to focus protection and restoration efforts. 
- Restore lowland forests. 
- Conduct active fire management. 
- Encourage good town planning. 
- Control invasive species. 
- Research ground water issues. 
- Restore hydrologically altered wetlands. 
- Develop anti-poaching program. 
- Evaluate mining as threat. 

 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

CONSERVATION PRIORITIES 
 
Our current planning holds that conserving the following six targets in the Mt. Everett/Mt. 
Riga area will ensure protection of the most critical elements at this location within the Lower 
New England ecoregion. 
 

- Unfragmented forest communities. 
- Calcareous seepage wetlands. 
- Rare reptiles. 
- Calcareous ledge communities. 
- Ridgetop pitch pine/scrub oak communities. 

 
 
 
 

SUMMARY OF THREATS 
 

The primary threats to fulfilling this vision are: 
 

- Weeds and insect pests. 
- Residential development. 
- Roads (both local and distant) 
- Incompatible logging practices. 
- Inappropriate recreational use. 
- Mining. 
- Fire management. 
- Railroad rights of way. 
- Tree diseases. 
- Deer overbrowsing. 
- Commercial development. 
- Utilities, primarily communications towers and power line rights of way. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Massachusetts Forest Legacy Area Evaluation Checklist 
Area: _________________________________________________ 
 
Location: _____________________________ Acres: ___________ 
    parcels   entire 
1. THREATENED BY CONVERSTION TO NON-FOREST #1 #2 #3 Legacy area 
         a. Type of threat         
danger of conversion in less than 5 years         
wooded, but may become further fragmented         
currently on the open market/listed by realtors         
security of 1+ sites now will stem further development.         
remote, but frontage on town road w/good perc. Rate         
not under Ch. 61 or other forest  use provisions         
wooded, but danger of high-grading         
other         

SUBTOTAL         
         b.  Factors affecting acquirability         
owned by willing seller(s)         
owner(s) understands less-than-fee acquisitions         
25% match available (town/state/land trust)         
may be available at below FMV (bargain)         

SUBTOTAL         
          

2.  CONTAINS ONE OR MORE PUBLIC VALUES         
         a. Scenic resource         
in MA Landscape inventory as "distinctive" or "noteworthy"         
locally impt. panoramic/shore views         
along designated scenic road         

SUBTOTAL         
          
         b.  Public recreation opportunities         
water-based recr: boat/swim/fish/raft/canoe         
trail-based/day use recr: hike/picnic/horseback ride/skate/x-c ski         
nat. res.-based recr: camp/hunt/nature tour         
adjacent land protected (note acreage)         

SUBTOTAL         
          
         c. Riparian/hydrologic resources         
on major river/stream in DEM inventory or DFWELE Adopt-a-Stream         



extensive (over 300') river shoreline         
flood plain/natural valley (groundwater storage/recharge)         
80' min. of trees/shrubs as natural buffer & sediment filter         
contributes to drinking water supply         
wetlands         

SUBTOTAL         
          
         d. Fish and wildlife habitat         
outstanding habitat for one or more ssp. that inlcude:         
forest interior nesting birds         
signif. Pupulations of resident spp.         
neo-tropical migrant spp.         
resting/feeding areas for migratory spp.         
forest inhabiting mamms./repts./amphibs./inverts.         
connective habitats: corridors/linkages/reduces biological isolation         

SUBTOTAL       
  
 

    parcels   entire 
  #1 #2 #3 Legacy area 
         e. Known threatened and endangered species         
plant/animal spp. On MA state list as E.T or Special Concern         
federally listed plant/animal spp.         
connective habitats: corridors/linkages/reduces biological isolation         

SUBTOTAL         
         f.  Known cultural resources         
recorded archeological site         
historic features         

SUBTOTAL         
          

         g.  Productive soils (US-SCS Techn. Guide)         
productive agricultural soils         
productive forest soils         

SUBTOTAL         
          
         h.  Geology/physiography         
unique features: Holyoke Range, etc.         
mineral         

SUBTOTAL         
          
         i.  Other ecological values         
provides a complex of ecological communities (bio-diversity)         
includes contracting area of ecological communities         
has old-growth forest         
provides immediate watershed/water supply protection         

SUBTOTAL         
          
3.  PROVIDE FOR TRADITIONAL FOREST USES         
          
continued sugarbush/cordwd/timber mgmt. under Stewardship Plan         
continued watershed/water filtration role         
continued outdoor recr. Opport.         

SUBTOTAL         



          
4.  REGIONAL VALUES         

          
linkeages for recr., especially connecting public lands         
public access to boating/swimming         
public/private drinking water supply protection         
traditional scenic qualities         

SUBTOTAL         
          

5.  OTHER PROGRAM CONSIDERATIONS         
public visibility         
public support         
first year cost         
five year cost         
parcels #1 - #2 - #3         
lead organization's ability to deliver         
          
          
          

GRAND TOTAL         
 
 



 



 
 



 
 



 
 
 
 
 



 



 



 
 
 



 



 
 

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION:  TACONIC RANGE FOREST LEGACY AREA 
 

Beginning in the Town of Sheffield at the Connecticut-Massachusetts border on Barnum Road, 
Thence northerly on Barnum Street to Foley Road, a distance of 0.7 miles, 
Thence northerly along Foley Road to Salisbury Road, a distance of 1.8 miles, 
Thence easterly along Salisbury Road to Giberson Road, a distance of 0.2 miles, 
Thence northerly along Giberson Road to Bow Wow Road, a distance of 2.3 miles, 
Thence northerly along Bow Wow Road to Under Mountain Road, a distance of 1.7 miles, 
Thence northerly along Under Mountain Road, crossing into the Town of Egremont, to route 23, a  
 distance of 1.1 miles, 
Thence easterly along Route 23 to Baldwin Hill Road, a distance of 0.1 mile, 
Thence northerly along Baldwin Hill Road to Hillsdale Road, a distance of 2.5 miles, 
Thence easterly along Hillsdale Road to Route 71, a distance of 0.2 miles, 
Thence northerly along Route 71 to Rowe Road, crossing into the Town of Alford, a distance of 0.5  
 miles, 
Thence northerly along Rowe Road to Green River Road, a distance of 1.4 miles, 
Thence northerly along Green River Road to North Egremont Road, a distance of 0.2 miles, 
Thence northerly along North Egremont Road to West Road, a distance of 1.2 miles, 
Thence northerly along West Road to the Alford-West Stockbridge town line and West Center Road, a  
 distance of 3.9 miles, 
Thence northerly in West Stockbridge along West Alford Road to West Center Road, a distance of 1.6 
 miles. 
Thence northerly along West Center Road to Rec Road, a distance of 3.4 miles, 
Thence easterly along Rec Road to Route 102, a distance of 0.3 miles, 
Thence westerly along Route 102 to Cross Road and the New York State boundary, a distance of 0.6  
 miles, 
Thence easterly along Cross Road to Route 41 at the Town of Richmond boundary, a distance of 1.1 
 miles, 
Thence northerly along Route 41 to Dublin Road, a distance of 4.8 miles, 
Thence northerly along Dublin Road to Richmond Road in the Town of Hancock, a distance of 0.9  
 miles, 
Thence northerly along Richmond Road to Route 20, a distance of 0.5 miles, 
Thence easterly on Route 20 into the City of Pittsfield to the Boston and Albany Railroad, a distance 
 Of 1.6 miles, 
Thence easterly along the Boston and Albany Railroad to Fort Hill Avenue, a distance of 1.1 miles, 
Thence northerly along Fort Hill Avenue to West Street, a distance of 0.7 miles, 
Thence westerly on West Street to Churchill Street, a distance of 0.3 miles, 
Thence northerly on Churchill Street to Potter Mountain Road in Lanesboro, a distance of 3.6 
 miles, 
Thence westerly on Potter Mountain Road to Route 43, a distance of 4.1 miles, 
Thence northerly on Route 43 to Oblong Road in the Town of Williamstown, a distance of 8.0 miles, 
Thence northerly on Oblong Road to Torrey Road, a distance of 3.2 miles, 
Thence westerly on Torrey Road to Bee Hill Road, a distance of 0.6 miles, 
Thence northerly on Bee Hill Road to Hawthorne Court, a distance of 1.7 miles, 
Thence northerly on Hawthorne Court to Main Street, a distance of 0.3 miles, 
Thence westerly on Main Street to Northwest Hill Road, a distance of 0.2 miles, 
Thence northerly on Northwest Hill Road to the Vermont State boundary, a distance of 2.5 miles, 
Thence westerly on the Vermont State boundary to the New York State boundary, a distance of 
 1 mile, 



Thence southerly on the New York State boundary to the Connecticut state boundary, a distance of 
49.4 miles, 
Thence easterly on the Massachusetts state boundary to the point of beginning, a distance of 4.1 
miles. 
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MA Forest Legacy Needs Assessment Amendment Advisory Committee 
 
Tad Ames, Berkshire Natural Resources Council 
Judy Anderson, Columbia County Land Conservancy 
Rebecca Barnes, MA DEM 
Susan Campbell, MA Stewardship Office 
Ursula Cliff, Egremont Land Trust 
Ruth Dinerman, Appalachian Mountain Club 
Eve Endicott, The Nature Conservancy 
Bobbie Halig, Mount Washington 
James Jensen, NY State DEC 
Lee Kiernan, NY State DEC 
Allison Lassoe, MA DEM 
Rene Laubach, Massachusetts Audubon Society 
Frank Lowenstein, The Nature Conservancy 
John Mason, Richmond Land Trust 
Sharon McGregor, Exec. Office of Environmental Affairs 
Steve McMahon, The Trustees of Reservations 
Thomas O�Brien, Watershed Team Office 
Kathy Orlando, Sheffield Land Trust 
Leslie Reed-Evans, Williamstown Rural Lands Foundation 
Deborah Reich, Sheffield Land Trust 
John Scanlon, Division of Fisheries & Wildlife 
Eleanor Tillinghast, Mount Washington 
Eilen Vining, Trust for Appalachian Trail Lands 
George Wislocki, Berkshire Natural Resources Council 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 


